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A bstract

Afteran introduction into the subjectwe show how one constructs

a canonicalform alism in space-tim enoncom m utativetheorieswhich al-

lowsto de�nethe notion of�rst-classconstraintsand to analyse gauge

sym m etries.W eusethisform alism toperform anoncom m utativedefor-

m ation oftwo-dim ensionalstring gravity (also known as W itten black

hole).

Dedicated to Yu.V.Novozhilov on the occasion ofhis80th birthday

1 Introduction

Over the past decade considerable progress has been achieved in noncom -

m utative � eld theories [1]. These theories are de� ned on a m anifold whose

coordinatesdo notcom m ute.Therearetwo essentially equivalentwaysto de-

scribe noncom m utative coordinates. One eitherintroducesoperatorsinstead

ofnum bers,orde� nesa new productoffunctionson the m anifold. Here we

shallusethelatterapproach.

Noncom m utativity isnota purely theoreticalinvention.Noncom m utative

coordinates is a feature ofm any physicalsystem s. As an exam ple one m ay

considerelectronsin an externalm agnetic� eld.Ifonethen restrictstheelec-

tronsto severallowestLandau level,one getssecond classconstraints. Dirac

bracketsofthecoordinatesarethen nonzero.Thissituationsisrealized in the

Quantum HallE� ect. Anotherim portantexam ple com esfrom string theory.

It has been dem onstrated that coordinates ofthe end points ofopen string

�O n leavefrom Departm entofPhysics,St.Petersburg State University,Russia.
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do not com m ute. Consequently,� eld theories on Dirichlet branes are non-

com m utative � eld theories. One can argue by using very generalargum ents

[2]thatalready classicalgravity im plies noncom m utativity ofcoordinatesat

shortdistances.

Let us now de� ne the star product offunctions which willreplace usual

point-wiseproduct.Considera space-tim e m anifold M ofdim ension D .The

M oyalstarproductoffunctionson M reads

f ?g = f(x)exp

�

i

2
�
��
 �
@ �

�!
@ �

�

g(x): (1)

� isaconstantantisym m etricm atrix.Thisproductisassociative,(f?g)?h =

f ?(g ?h). In this form the star product has to be applied to plane waves

and then extended to all(squareintegrable)functionsby m eansoftheFourier

series.Obviously,

x
�
?x

� � x
�
?x

� = i�
��
: (2)

W eim poseno restrictionson �,i.e.weallow forthespace-tim enoncom m uta-

tivity.

TheM oyalproductisclosed,

Z

M

d
D
xf ?g =

Z

M

d
D
xf � g (3)

(where� denotesusualcom m utativeproduct),itrespectstheLeibnizrule

@�(f ?g)= (@�f)?g+ f ?(@�g); (4)

and allowsto m akecyclicperm utationsundertheintegral

Z

M

d
D
xf ?g?h =

Z

M

d
D
xh ?f ?g: (5)

The product(1)isnotthe only possible choice ofan associative noncom m u-

tative product. The right hand side of(2) can depend,in principle,on the

coordinates.

To construct a noncom m utative counterpart ofgiven com m utative � eld

theory on has to replace allpoint-wise products by the star products. The

resultis,ofcourse,notunique. There are som e naturalrestrictions on non-

com m utativedeform ationsof� eld theories.Forexam ple,oneusually requires

thatnum berofgaugesym m etriesispreserved by thedeform ation.

Am ongallnoncom m utative� eld theoriesthetheorieswith space-tim enon-

com m utativity have a som ewhatlowerstanding since itisbelieved thatthey

cannotbeproperly quantised becauseoftheproblem swith causality and uni-

tarity (see,e.g.,[3]).Such problem soccurduetothetim e-nonlocality ofthese
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theoriescaused bythepresenceofan in� nitenum beroftem poralderivativesin

theM oyalstarproduct.However,ithasbeen shown later,thatunitarity can

berestored [4]1 (seealso [6])in space-tim enoncom m utativetheoriesand that

the path integralquantisation can be perform ed [7]. This progress suggests

thatspace-tim enoncom m utativetheoriesm ay beincorporated in generalfor-

m alism ofcanonicalquantisation [8]. Indeed,a canonicalapproach hasbeen

suggested in [9].

Apartfrom quantisation,there isanothercontextin which canonicalap-

proach isvery useful. Thisisthe canonicalanalysisofconstraintsand corre-

spondinggaugesym m etries[8].Theproblem ofsym m etriesbecom esextrem ely

com plicated in noncom m utative theories. Already atthe levelofglobalsym -

m etriesone see phenom ena which neverappearin the com m utative theories.

For exam ple,the energy-m om entum tensor in translation-invariant noncom -

m utative theoriesisnotlocally conserved (cf.pedagogicalcom m entsin [10]).

At the sam e tim e all-order renorm alizable noncom m utative �4 theory is not

translation-invariant[11].A Lorentz-invariantinterpretation ofnoncom m uta-

tive space-tim e leadsto a twisted Poincare sym m etry [12]. Itisunclearhow

(and if) this globalsym m etry can be related to localdi� eom orphism trans-

form ationsanalysed,e.g.,in [13].Properdeform ation ofgaugesym m etriesof

generictwo-dim ensionaldilatongravitiesrem ainson openproblem (seebelow).

Solving (som eof)theproblem srelated to gaugesym m etriesin noncom m uta-

tive � eld theories by the canonicalm ethods is the m ain m otivation for this

work.

W e start our analysis from the very beginning,i.e. with a de� nition of

the canonicalbracket. Our approach is based on two m ain ideas. First of

all,we separate im plicit tim e derivatives (which are contained in the M oyal

star),and explicitones(which survivein thecom m utativelim it).Onlyexplicit

derivativesde� ne the canonicalstructure. Asa consequence,the constraints

and theham iltonian becom enon-localin tim e.Therefore,thenotion ofsam e-

tim ecanonicalbracketsbecom esm eaningless.W esim ply postulatea bracket

between canonicalvariablestaken atdi� erentpointsofspace (x and x0)and

oftim e(tand t0):

fqa(x;t);p
b(x0;t0)g = �

b
a�(x � x

0)�(t� t
0) (6)

This bracket is som ewhat sim ilar to the one appearing in the Ostrogradski

form alism for theories with higher order tim e derivatives (see,e.g.,[14]for

applicationsto� eld theoriesand [9]fortheusein space-tim enoncom m utative

theories),butthere are im portantdi� erences(a m ore detailed com parison is

postponed untilsec.3).

1O nehasto notethattheapproach based on tim e-ordered perturbation theory hassom e

internaldi� culties[5].
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Ofcourse,the proposed form alism m eans a departure from the standard

canonicalprocedure. Nevertheless,we are able to dem onstrate thatthe new

bracketsatis� essuch fundam entalrequirem entsasantisym m etry and theJa-

cobiidentities. These brackets generate equationsofm otion. M oreover,one

can de� nethenotion of� rst-classconstraintswith respectto thenew bracket

and show thattheseconstraintsgenerategaugesym m etriesoftheaction.W e

shallderivean explicitform ofthesym m etry transform ation and seethatthey

look very sim ilarto the com m utative case (the only di� erence,in fact,isthe

m odi� ed bracketand thestarproducteverywhere).W estressthatourbracket

willbe used here to analyse gauge sym m etriesofclassicalsystem sonly. Itis

notclearwhethersuch a bracketisusefulforquantisation.

Them ain application ofthecanonicalform alism proposed hereisnoncom -

m utativegravity theoriesin two dim ensions.Letusconsiderthecom m utative

case � rst(see review [15]where one can also � nd a m ore extensive literature

survey).SincetheEinstein-HilbertLagrangian density in two dim ensionsisa

totalderivative,one hasto introduce a scalar� eld � (called dilaton)so that

theaction reads:

S =

Z

d
2
x
p
�g

�

R

2
� �

U(�)

2
(r �)2 + V (�)

�

: (7)

Thisaction isgeneralenough to describe m any im portantgravity theoriesin

two dim ensions.Forexam ple,thechoice

V (�)= � �; U(�)= 0 (8)

yieldsthe Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT)m odel[16]2. Spherically sym m etric reduc-

tion oftheEinstein theory in D dim ensionsleadsto thedilaton gravity action

in two dim ensionswith thepotentials:

V (�)/ �
D � 4

D � 2 ; U(�)/
1

�
: (9)

Thelow energy lim itofstring theory [18]willbeofparticularim portancefor

thepresentwork.Itisdescribed by thepotentials:

V (�)= �2�2�; U(�)= �
1

�
: (10)

Thism odelisalso called theW itten black hole.

By a dilaton dependentconform altransform ation g�� = e� 2�~g�� with

� = �
1

2

Z
�

U(Y )dY (11)

2The equationsofm otion forthism odelwere� rststudied in [17].
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one obtains an action for the m etric ~g again in the form (7) but with the

potentials
~U = 0; ~V = V exp(�2�): (12)

Forthestring gravity (10)thepotential

~V = �2�2 (13)

is a constant. Note, that the transform ation g ! ~g m ay be singular, so

that conform ally related theories describe, in general,globally inequivalent

geom etries. However,thisconform altransform ation m ay be very usefulasit

sim pli� esthelocaldynam icsconsiderably.

Theaction (7)can berewritten in the� rstorderform :

S =

Z �

�aD e
a + �d! + �

�

�a�
a

2
U(�)+ V (�)

��

; (14)

where we have used the Cartan notations,ea = ea�dx
� is the zweibein one-

form ,a = 0;1istheLorentzindex,! = !�dx
� isthespin-connection one-form

(usualspin-connection is!�"
ab,with "ab being the Levi-Civita sym bol). � is

thevolum etwo-form .D ea = dea+ "ab! ^ e
b isthetorsion two-form .To prove

theequivalence[19]onehasto excludeauxiliary � elds�a and thetorsion part

of! by m eansofalgebraicequationsofm otion.The restthen dependson ea

only through them etricg�� = ea�e�a and isindeed equivalentto(7).Theproof

ofquantum equivalence [20]ism oretricky.

Com m utative dilaton gravities in two dim ensions are being successfully

used togetan insightintosuch com plicated problem sasgravitationalcollapse,

inform ation paradox,and quantisation ofgravity.In thenoncom m utativecase

only the JT m odelwas treated in som e detailin classical[21]and quantum

[22]regim es. W e also like to m ention an alternative approach [23]to non-

com m utative geom etry in two dim ensions which doesnotuse any particular

action.

In thispaperweconstructanothertwo-dim ensionalnoncom m utativedila-

ton gravity which isa deform ation ofconform ally transform ed string gravity

and analyse its gauge sym m etries by using the canonicalanalysis suggested

below.

2 C anonicalbracket

Thephasespaceon M consistsofthevariablesrj which can besubdivided into

canonicalpairsq;pand othervariables� which donothavecanonicalpartners
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(these willplay the roleofLagrangem ultipliersorofgaugeparam eters).W e

de� nea bracket(rj;rk)to be�1 on thecanonicalpairs,

(qa;p
b)= �(pb;qa)= �

b
a (15)

and zerootherwise(e.g.,(�;p)= (pa;pb)= 0).W ith thisde� nition thebracket

(6)reads:fri(x);rj(x
0)g= (ri;rj)�(x� x0).Note,thatwearenotgoingto use

bracketsbetween two localexpressions(seediscussion below).

Now we can de� ne canonicalbrackets between star-localfunctionals on

the phase space. W e de� ne the space ofstar-localexpressions as a suitable

closure ofthe space offree polynom ials ofthe phase space variables rj and

theirderivatives evaluated with the M oyalstar. Such expressions integrated

overM wecallstar-localfunctionals.

Locality playsnoim portantrolehere,sinceaftertheclosureonecan arrive

atexpressionswith arbitrary num berofexplicitderivatives(besidesthe ones

present im plicitly through the M oyalstar). It is im portant,thatallexpres-

sions can be approxim ated with only one type ofthe product (nam ely,the

M oyalone),and no m ixed expressions with star and ordinary products ap-

pear. One also hasto de� ne whatdoes\suitable closure" actually m ean,i.e.

to � x a topology on the space ofthe functionals. Thisquestion isrelated to

therestrictionswhich oneim poseson thephasespacevariables.Forexam ple,

thebracketoftwo adm issible functionals(see(17)below)should beagain an

adm issible functional. This im plies that allintegrands are well-de� ned and

allintegralsareconvergent.Strongerrestrictionson thephasespacevariables

m ean weakerrestrictionson thefunctionals,and vice versa.Such an analysis

cannotbedonewithoutsaying som e wordsaboutM (oraboutits’com pact-

ness,atleast)3. W e shallnotattem ptto do thisanalysishere (postponing it

toafuturework).Allstatem entsm adebelow aretrueatleastforr2 C 1 and

forpolynom ialfunctionals(no closureatall).

Obviously,itisenough to de� nethebracketon m onom ialfunctionalsand

extend itto thewholespaceby thelinearity.Generically,two such m onom ial

functionalsread:

R =

Z

d
D
x@�1r1 ?@�2r2 ?:::@�nrn ;

~R =

Z

d
D
x@~�1~r1 ?@~�2~r2 ?:::@~�m ~rm

(16)

�j isa m ulti-index,@�j isa di� erentialoperatoroforderj�jj.The(m odi� ed)

3Som e restrictionson M follow already from the existence ofthe M oyalproduct,which

requiresexistenceofa globalcoordinatesystem atleastin the noncom m utativedirections.
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canonicalbracketoftwo m onom ialsisde� ned by theequation

fR;~Rg=
X

i;j

Z

d
D
x@�j

�

@�j+ 1
rj+ 1 ?:::@�j� 1

rj� 1
�

(rj;~ri)

?@~�i

�

@~�i+ 1
~ri+ 1 ?:::@~�i� 1

~ri� 1
�

(�1)j�jj+ j~�ij: (17)

In otherwords,to calculatethebracketbetween two m onom ialsonehasto (i)

take allpairsrj,~ri;(ii)use cyclic perm utationsunderthe integralsto m ove

rj to the last place,and ~ri { to the � rst;(iii) integrate by parts to rem ove

derivativesfrom rj and ~ri;(iv)delete rj and ~ri,putthe integrandsone after

the other connected by ? and m ultiplied by (rj;~ri); (v) integrate over M .

Actually,thisisexactly theprocedureoneusesin usualcom m utativetheories

m odulo ordering am biguitiesfollowing from thenoncom m utativity.

The following Theorem dem onstratesthatthe operation we have justde-

� ned gives indeed a Poisson structure on the space ofstar-localfunctionals.

T heorem 2.1 LetR, ~R and R̂ be star-localfunctionals on the phase space.

Then

(1)fR;~Rg= �f~R;Rg (antisym m etry),

(2)ffR;~Rg;R̂g+ ffR̂ ;Rg;~Rg+ ff~R;R̂g;Rg= 0 (Jacobiidentity).

Proof. W e start with noting that since we do not specify the origin ofthe

canonicalvariables,thetim ecoordinatedoesnotplay any signi� cantrole,and

thestatem entsabove(alm ost)follow from thestandard analysis[8].However,

itisinstructive to presenthere a com plete proofasitshowsthatone do not

need to rewritethestarproductthrough in� niteseriesofderivatives(so that

the ? product indeed plays a role ofm ultiplication). Again,it is enough to

studythecasewhen allfunctionalsarem onom ialones.Then the� rstassertion

followsfrom (17)and (rj;rk)= �(rk;rj).Let

R̂ =

Z

d
D
x@�̂1 r̂1 ?@�̂2r̂2 ?:::@�̂p r̂p: (18)

Consider ffR;~Rg;R̂g. The � rst ofthe brackets \uses up" an rj and an ~ri.

Thesecond bracketusesa variablewith hatand anothervariableeitherfrom

R orfrom ~R.Consider� rsttheterm sin therepeated bracketwhich usetwice

som evariablesfrom R.Allsuch term scom bineinto thesum

X

i;k;j6= l

(�1)j~�ij+ ĵ�kj(rj;~ri)(rl;̂rk)

Z

d
D
x@�l+ 1

rl+ 1 ?:::@�j� 1
rj� 1

?@�j+ ~�i

�

@~�i+ 1
~ri+ 1 ?:::@~�i� 1

~ri� 1
�

?@�j+ 1
rj+ 1 ?:::@�l� 1

rl� 1

?@�l+ �̂k

�

@�̂k+ 1
r̂k+ 1 ?:::@�̂k� 1

r̂k� 1
�

7



This com plicated expression is sym m etric with respect to interchanging the

rolesofthe variableswith hatsand the variableswith tilde. Therefore,itis

clearthatthe term shaving two bracketswith r in ffR̂ ;Rg;~Rg have exactly

the sam e form as above but with a m inus sign. No such term s (with two

bracketswith r)m ay appearin ff~R;R̂g;Rg.Therefore,thiskind ofterm sare

cancelled in ffR;~Rg;R̂g+ ffR̂ ;Rg;~Rg+ ff~R;R̂g;Rg.By repeating thesam e

argum entsfor r̂ and ~r oneprovesoursecond assertion.2

Onecan de� neacanonicalbracketbetween functionalsand densities(star-

localexpressions)by theequation:

fR;h(r)(x)g:=
�

��(x)

�

R;

Z

d
D
y�(y)?h(r)(y)

�

: (19)

Toconstructbracketsbetween two densities(i.e.,togiveaproperextension of

(6)tononlinearfunctions)onehastode� nestar-productswith delta-functions

which m ay be a very non-trivialtask. W e shallnever use brackets between

densities.

To use the canonicalbracket in com putation ofvariations we need the

following technicalLem m a.

Lem m a 2.2 Letpa andqb dependsm oothlyon aparam eter�.W eassum ethat

thevariables�(x)(thesearetheoneswhich do nothavecanonicalconjugates)

do notdepend on �.Leth(r(�))be a star-localexpression on the phase space.

Then

@�

Z

d
D
x� ?h(r(�))=

Z

d
D
x

�

(@�qa)?

�Z

d
D
y� ?h(r);pa(x)

�

�(@�p
a)?

�Z

d
D
y� ?h(r);qa(x)

��

(20)

Proof.Obviously,itisenough toprovethisLem m afor� = 1.Letusconsider

� rstthecasewhen justoneofthecanonicalvariables(say,pb fora justsingle

value ofb)dependson �,and when h(r)= h1(r)?@�p
b ?h2(r)where neither

h1 norh2 depend on p
b.Then

@�

Z

d
D
xh(r)=

Z

d
D
xh1 ?@�(@�p

b)?h2 = (�1)j�j
Z

d
D
x@�(h2 ?h1)?@�p

b
:

(21)

On theotherhand,by using (17),oneobtains

�Z

d
D
xh(r);

Z

d
D
y�(y)?qb(y)

�

= �(�1)j�j
Z

d
D
x@�(h2 ?h1)?� : (22)

Nextweuse(19)toseethatthestatem entofthisLem m aisindeed trueforthe

sim pli� ed caseconsidered.In generalcaseonehasto sum up m any individual
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contributionstoboth sidesof(20)from di� erentcanonicalvariablesoccupying

variousplacesin h.Each ofthiscontributionscan betreated in thesam eway

asabove.2

As an application,consider a noncom m utative � eld theory described by

theaction

S =

Z

(pa@tqa � h(p;q;�))dD x =

Z

p
a
@tqad

D
x � H ; (23)

whereh isastar-localexpression,itcontainstem poralderivativesonly im plic-

itly,i.e. only though the M oyalstar. Note,thatdue to (3)the starbetween

pa and @tqa can beom itted.Ifonetakesinto accountexplicittim ederivatives

only,onecan writepa = �S=(�@tqa).Then,H = S �
R

p@tqd
D x.

Theequationsofm otiongeneratedfrom theaction(23)bytakingvariations

with respectto q and p can bewritten in the\canonical" form :

@tp
a + fH ;pag= 0; @tqa + fH ;qag = 0 (24)

Thiscan be easily shown by taking q(�)= q+ ��q and p(�)= p+ ��p and

using Lem m a 2.2. No explicit tim e derivative acts on �. In a com m utative

theory � generatesconstraints.

3 C onstraints and gauge sym m etries

Letusspecify theform of(23):

S =

Z
�

p
a
@tqa � �

j
?G j(p;q)� h(p;q)

�

d
D
x (25)

W eshallcallG j(p;q)a constraint,although dueto thepresenceoftheM oyal

staritcannotbeinterpreted asa condition on aspace-likesurface.Diracclas-

si� cation oftheconstraintscan bealso perform ed with them odi� ed canonical

bracket. W e say thatthe constraints G j(p;q)are � rst-class iftheir brackets

with h(p;q)and between each otherareagain constraints,i.e.,

�Z

d
D
x�

i
?G i;

Z

d
D
x�

j
?G j

�

=

Z

d
D
xC(p;q;�;�)k ?G k ; (26)

�Z

d
D
x�

i
?G i;

Z

d
D
xh(p;q)

�

=

Z

d
D
xB (p;q;�)k ?G k : (27)

By Theorem 2.1(1)thestructurefunctionsareantisym m etric,C(p;q;�;�)j =

�C(p;q;�;�)j.Furtherrestrictionson C and B follow from theJacobiiden-

tities(cf.Theorem 2.1(2)).
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T heorem 3.1 LetG i(p;q)be �st-classconstraints(so that(26)and (27)are

satis�ed).Then the transform ations

�p
a =

�Z

d
D
x�

j
?G j;p

a

�

(28)

�qb =

�Z

d
D
x�

j
?G j;qb

�

(29)

��
j = �@t�

j � C(p;q;�;�)j� B (p;q;�)j (30)

with arbitrary �j are gauge sym m etriesofthe action (25).

Proof.To prove thisTheorem wesim ply check invarianceof(25)under(28)

- (30). Let f(p;q) be an arbitrary star-localexpression depending on the

canonicalvariablesp and q only.Then,by (28)and (29),

� f(p;q)=

�Z

d
D
x�

j
?G j;f(p;q)

�

(31)

Itisnow obviousthatthatthetransform ationsofG andh intheaction(25)are

com pensated by thesecond and third term sin �� respectively.Therem aining

term in theaction transform sas

�

Z

d
D
xp

a
@tqa =

=

Z

d
D
x

��Z

d
D
y�

j
?G j;p

a(x)

�

?@tqa + p
a
?@t

�Z

d
D
y�

j
?G j;qa(x)

��

=

Z

d
D
x

��Z

d
D
y�

j
?G j;p

a(x)

�

?@tqa � (@tp
a)?

�Z

d
D
y�

j
?G j;qa(x)

��

=

Z

d
D
x�

j
?@tG j = �

Z

d
D
x@t(�

j)?G j (32)

Here we used integration by partsand Lem m a 2.2. The lastterm in (32)is

com pensated by the� rst(gradient)term in thevariation (30).Therefore,the

action (25)isindeed invariantunder(28)-(30).2

Letuscom parethetechniquedeveloped heretotheOstrogradskiform alism

fortheorieswith highertim e derivatives. In thisform alism [14,9]new phase

space variables P(t;T) = p(t+ T) and Q(t;T) = q(t+ T) are introduced.

Then t is interpreted as an evolution param eter,while T labels degrees of

freedom (num berofdegreesoffreedom isproportionaltotheorderoftem poral

derivatives). Then a delta-function �(T � T0)appearsnaturally on the right

hand side ofthe Poisson brackets between Q and P calculated at the sam e

valueoft.By returning (naively)to theoriginalvariablesqand p oneobtains
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(6). In the approach of[9]one proceeds in a di� erent way. The resulting

dynam icalsystem isinterpreted asasystem with an in� nitenum berofsecond-

classconstraints.Additional� rst-classconstraintswould lead to considerable

com plicationsin thisprocedure.Itm ay happen thatthesetwo approachesare

equivalent,butthisrequiresfurtherstudies.

4 N oncom m utative gravity in tw o dim ensions

In [24]weconsidered an exam pleofatwo-dim ensionaltopologicalnoncom m u-

tative gauge theory4 which wasequivalent to a noncom m utative version [21]

oftheJackiw-Teitelboim gravity [16].Itwastheonly noncom m utativegravity

in two dim ensionsknown thatfar. In thissection we constructa new m odel

and analyseits’gaugesym m etries.

Considertheaction

S =
1

4

Z

d
2
x"

��
�

�ab?R
ab
�� � 2"ab� e

a
� ?e

b
� � 2�a ?T

a
��

�

(33)

with thecurvaturetensor

R
ab
�� = "

ab

�

@�!� � @�!� +
i

2
[!�;b�]+

i

2
[b�;!�]

�

+�ab
�

i@�b� � i@�b� +
1

2
[!�;!�]�

1

2
[b�;b�]

�

(34)

and with thenoncom m utativetorsion

T
a
�� = @�e

a
� � @�e

a
� +

1

2
"
a
b

�

[!�;e
b
�]+ � [!�;e

b
�]+

�

+
i

2

�

[b�;e
a
�]� [b�;e

a
�]
�

: (35)

The� elds� and  arecom bined into

�ab := �"ab� i�ab : (36)

Here[;]+ denotesanticom m utators.Both com m utatorsand anticom m utators

are calculated with the M oyalstar. Noncom m utative curvature and torsion

werederived in [21].

W eusethetensor�ab = �ab = diag(+1;�1)to m oveindicesup and down.

The Levi-Civita tensorisde� ned by "01 = �1,so thatthe following relations

hold

"
10 = "01 = 1; "

0

1 = "
1

0 = �"0
1 = �"1

0 = 1: (37)

4In a space-spacenoncom m utativetheory sim ilarcalculationsweredone in [25].
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These relationsare valid forboth "ab and "��. Note,that"�� isalwaysused

with both indicesup.

In the com m utative lim it the � elds b� and  decouple, and the action

becom esequivalentto (14)with U = 0 and V = ~V given in (13).

An additionalU(1) gauge � eld is typically necessary to close the gauge

algebra in NC case. This � eld m ay play also another role: by adding an

additionalabelian gauge � eld one can overcom e the non-existence theorem

of[26]fora dilaton action for the so-called exact string black hole [27]and

constructa suitableaction with theextended setof� elds[28].

Itiscrucialto provethatthem odel(33)indeed hasrightnum berofgauge

sym m etries.Accordingtoouranalysisitisenough toshow thattheconstraint

algebra closesw.r.t.to thebracketde� ned above.Onecan rewrite(33)in the

canonicalform :

S =

Z

d
2
x
�

p
i
@0qi� �

i
?G i

�

(38)

(cf.(25)).Here:

qi= (ea
1
;!1;b1);

p
i= (�a;�;� ); (39)

�
i= (ea

0
;!0;b0):

Theconstraintsare

G a = �@1�a +
1

2
"
b
a[!1;�b]+ +

i

2
[�a;b1]� � "abe

b
1
; (40)

G 3 = �@1� +
i

2
[�;b1]+

i

2
[ ;!1]�

1

2
"
a
b[�a;e

b
1
]+ ; (41)

G 4 = @1 �
i

2
[ ;b1]+

i

2
[�;!1]+

i

2
[�a;e

a
1
]: (42)

The following form ulae hold forarbitrary trace operation on an operator

algebra.In ourcase,thistraceisjusta space-tim eintegral.

Tr([A 1;B 1][B 2;A 2]� [B 1;A 2][A 1;B 2])= �Tr([A 1;A 2][B 1;B 2]) (43)

Tr([A 1;B 1]+ [A 2;B 2]+ � [A 1;B 2]+ [A 2;B 1]+ )= �Tr([A 1;A 2][B 1;B 2])(44)

Tr([A 1;B 1]+ [B 2;A 2]� [B 1;A 2]+ [A 1;B 2])= Tr([B 1;B 2][A 1;A 2]+ ) (45)

Theseform ulaehelptotransform thebracketsintoafactorizedform
R

C(�;�)?
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G(p;q).Theconstraintalgebra indeed closesand reads

�Z

�
a
?G a;

Z

�
b
?G b

�

= 0 (46)

�Z

� ?G 3;

Z

� ?G 3

�

=
i

2

Z

[�;�]?G 4 (47)

�Z

� ?G 4;

Z

� ?G 4

�

= �
i

2

Z

[�;�]?G 4 (48)

�Z

� ?G 3;

Z

� ?G 4

�

= �
i

2

Z

[�;�]?G 3 (49)

�Z

� ?G 3;

Z

�
a
?G a

�

= �
1

2

Z

[�;�a]+ "
b
a ?G b (50)

�Z

� ?G 4;

Z

�
a
?G a

�

= �
i

2

Z

[�;�a]?G a (51)

Here
R

:=
R

d2x.

One can easily � nd gauge sym m etriesofthe action. The transform ations

generated by G a read:

�e
a
� = �@��

a �
1

2
"
a
c[!�;�c]+ �

i

2
[b1;�

a]; (52)

�!� = �b� = 0;

�� =
1

2
"
b
a[�

a
;�b]+ ; � = �

i

2
[�a;�a];

��a = �� �b"ba :

TheconstraintG 3 generates

�e
a
� =

1

2
"
a
b[e

b
�;�]+ ; �b� =

i

2
[!�;�]; (53)

�!� = �@�� �
i

2
[b�;�];

��a = �
1

2
"
c
a[�;�c]+ ; �� =

1

2
[�; ]; � = �

i

2
[�;�]:

Gaugesym m etriesgenerated by G 4 are:

�e
a
� = �

i

2
[ea�;]; �!� = �

i

2
[!�;]; (54)

�b� = �@� �
i

2
[b�;];

��a =
i

2
[;�a]; �� =

i

2
[;�]; � =

i

2
[; ]:
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In (52)-(54)thefunctions�a,� and  denoteparam etersofthegaugetrans-

form ations.

In thecom m utativelim itthetransform ations(52)and (53)becom eequiv-

alent to di� eom orphism s and local Lorentz transform ations up to a � eld-

dependentrede� nition ofthe param eters(the sym m etry (54)decouplescom -

pletely).Therefore,wem aysaythatgaugesym m etriesofthenoncom m utative

action (33)contain noncom m utative deform ations ofLorentz and di� eom or-

phism group.Thisisa rathernontrivialfactsince��� rem ainsconstantunder

the transform ations. A m ore elaborate discussion on noncom m utative di� eo-

m orphism in two dim ension can befound in [21].Unfortunately,itisnotclear

so farhow onem ay constructa gaugeinvariantlineelem ent.

To deform the W itten black hole one m ay use itsform ulation asa W ess-

Zum ino-Novikov-W itten (W ZW N)theory.A noncom m utative form ulation of

the U(2)=U(1) W ZW N m odelwas constructed in [29]. The paper [29]does

not analyse gravity aspects ofthe m odel. It rem ains unclear whether the

deform ation of[29]isequivalentto theone presented above.The action (33)

m ay alsobeobtained asasingularlim itofthenoncom m utativeJT m odel[21].

To prove thatthegaugesym m etriesarepreserved in thislim itisofthesam e

levelofcom plexity asthedirectanalysispresented above.

Som ewhat surprisingly, construction ofa proper noncom m utative defor-

m ation ofclassicalaction having proper num ber ofgauge sym m etries is the

hardestpartofthejob.Analysingclassicalsolutionseem stoberatherstraight-

forward.Indeed,letusim posethegaugecondition

e
+

0
= 0; e

�
0
= 1; !0 = 0; b0 = 0; (55)

where e�� = 2� 1=2
�

e0� � e1�

�

. Then,as one can easily see,the equations of

m otion becom elinearand them odelcan besolved in a ratherstraightforward

way. Therefore,classicalanalysis ofthe noncom m utative m odelconsidered

here is sim ilar to what we have in the com m utative case (see [15]for m ore

details). However, transition between di� erent form ulations ofthe dilaton

gravities rem ains a problem . For exam ple, it is not clear how one should

generalisethedilaton-dependentconform altransform ation described in sec.1

to thenoncom m utative case.

The gauge condition (55) is the m ain technicalingredient ofexact path

integralquantisation oftwo-dim ensionalcom m utative dilaton gravities [20].

In the case ofnoncom m utative JT m odelthis gauge condition also allowed

to calculate the path integralexactly [22]. Adding the m atter � elds to this

form alism [30]m ay causea problem .

Letusconcludethissection with som erem arkson possibility of� xed back-

ground perturbativecalculationsin noncom m utativegravity theories.Atleast

atone-loop ordertheheatkerneltechnique[31]seem sto bean adequatetool.
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A generalisation ofthe heatkernelexpansion on  atM oyalspaces was con-

structed recently [32]. Even on curved M oyalm anifolds one can calculate

leading heatkernelcoe� cientsand constructa generalisation ofthePolyakov

action [22]. It is crucialthat the operator describing quantum  uctuations

contains only left or only right star m ultiplications. Ifboth types ofm ulti-

plicationsare present sim ultaneously,the heatkernelexpansion seem s to be

m odi� ed in an essentialway [33]duetothem ixingofultra-violetand infra-red

scalesdiscovered previously in Feynm an diagram s[34].

5 C onclusions

In thispaperwe have suggested a m odi� cation ofthe Poisson bracketwhich

isde� ned on � eldsatdi� erentvaluesofthetim ecoordinate.In thism odi� ed

canonicalform alism ,only explicittim ederivatives(i.e.,theoneswhich arenot

hidden in the M oyalm ultiplication)de� ne thecanonicalstructure.Although

thism eansseriousdeviationsfrom standard canonicalm ethods,theresulting

brackets stillsatisfy the Jacobiidentities (Theorem 2.1)and generate classi-

calequations ofm otion. Ourm ain result(Theorem 3.1)isthatwe can still

de� ne the notion of� st-class constraints,which generate gauge sym m etries,

and thesesym m etriesarewritten down explicitly5.Itwould beinteresting to

constructa classicalBRST form alism starting with ourbrackets. Anyway,it

isim portantto restorethereputation ofspace-tim enoncom m utativetheories.

Thisisrequired by the principles ofsym m etry between space and tim e,but

also by interesting physicalphenom ena which appear due to the space tim e

noncom m utativity (just as an exam ple we m ay m ention creation ofbound

stateswith hadron-like spectra [36]). To avoid confusionswe stress thatour

analysisispurely classical. Itisnotclearwhether ourbrackets can be used

forquantisation atall.

Asan application ofthecanonicalform alism we considered noncom m uta-

tivegravity and constructed anew deform ed dilaton gravity in twodim ensions

(which isaconform ally transform ed stringgravity).Naively onewould expect

thatthe presence ofconstant��� destroisa partofthe sym m etries(and this

really happens in non-gravitationalnoncom m utative theories). In our case,

however,we observe justrightnum berofgauge sym m etries in the deform ed

theory.Itseem sthatnoncom m utativity naturally leadsto gravity,aswellas

gravity naturally leadsto noncom m utativity [2].

5Justexistence ofthe sym m etriesdoes notcom e asa greatsurprise in the view ofthe

analysisof[35]which isvalidfortheorieswith arbitrary(but� nite!) orderoftim ederivatives.

An im portantfeature ofthe presentapproach israthersim ple explicitform ulae sim ilarto

thatin the caseofcom m utativetheorieswith 1stordertim e derivatives.
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